THE NEW RUSSIAN: LEISURE
pains and satisfactions of an infinitely variable nature.
Let us, in accordance with the Communist approach,
confine ourselves to the material thing, man. It is at
once clear that his desires and aversions vary from day
to day and from place to place, and that no two men
are in all respects alike. How, then, can the Com-
munist be entitled, in his Socialist universe, to pre-
scribe for the satisfactions of his fellow-men? How
does the Soviet democracy justify its decisions as to
what desires, bodily and mental, shall be satisfied from
day to day?
This problem, which is none other than that of the
definition of the good life, as distinct from the
sociological and economic problem of the means of its
attainment, worried me a great deal before I went to
the Soviet Union. Indeed, at the back of my reading of
history and of sociology lay always concern for criteria
of excellence, for schemes of values. Communism
seemed to me always to present the paradox of an
enthusiasm for a means rather than for an end. It
seemed to me to resemble the craving of the human
being for a motor cat, a mere means of transport, or
the craving of almost all men for the possession of
money. "Going places and seeing things/' a vague
notion of the things money will buy, rather than any
specific idea of goodness, or even of a specific range of